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FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF RESTRICTIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS

EMMETT L. WYMAN, YAKUN XI, AND STEVE ZELDITCH

ABSTRACT. Let {e;} be an orthonormal basis of Laplace eigenfunctions of a compact Rie-
mannian manifold (M, g). Let H C M be a submanifold and let {3} be an orthonormal
basis of Laplace eigenfunctions of H with the induced metric. We obtain joint asymptotics
for the Fourier coefficients

(YEE), Yr) L2 (H) =/ ey, dVa,
H

of restrictions yge; of e; to H. In particular, we obtain asymptotics for the sums of the
norm-squares of the Fourier coefficients over the joint spectrum {(uk, A;j)} 3% _ of the (square
roots of the) Laplacian Aps on M and the Laplacian Ay on H in a family of suitably ‘thick’
regions in R?. Thick regions include (1) the truncated cone py/\; € [a,b] C (0,1) and
Aj < A, and (2) the slowly thickening strip |ur — cAj| < w(A) and Aj < A, where w()) is
monotonic and 1 < w(A) < A/2. Key tools for obtaining these asymptotics include the
composition calculus of Fourier integral operators and a new multidimensional Tauberian
theorem.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background. Let (M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold without boundary of

dimension n and let Aj,; denote the Laplace-Beltrami operator with respect to g. Let
1
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{e;}320 be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of —Aj; with eigenvalues A} enumerated
in increasing order,

AMej = —)\56]', <6j, 6k> 5jk7
where the inner product is (f1, f2)r20m) = [y, f1fdV, with dV, the volume form of g. Let
H C M be an embedded, closed submanifold with dimension d, Riemannian metric gg, and
Laplacian Ay. Let {11}, be an orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions of Ay, with

Apihy, = —MZ%«
Denote by
HE; = €jlm = Z(VHej,@Dk)B(H)% (1.1)
k
the expansion of the restriction of e; to H in the basis 1. We refer to the inner products
/%@dVH, (1.2)

as the Fourier coefficients of yie;; here, dVy denotes the volume density on H. The purpose
of this article is to study the joint asymptotics of the Fourier coefficients (L2) when the joint
spectrum { (A, k) } 35— falls into a family of suitably ‘thick’ regions.

Ideally, one would like to have sharp bounds on the individual Fourier coefficients (L2]) of
a subsequence {e;, }72, of eigenfunctions with ’/(—;‘ =c¢, as (M, g, H,c) vary over all compact
Riemannian manifolds, submanifolds and eigenvalue ratios. However, except in special cases
(Section [2)), it is difficult to extract asymptotic information about a single Fourier coefficient
for a subsequence {ej, }7°, of eigenfunctions. Since

2
> /eﬂkdv,{ :/ le;|? dViy,
H H

k
giving precise information on individual Fourier coefficients is a substantial refinement on
giving precisely information on the L?( H )-restriction of e;, which is itself difficult to describe
for individual eigenfunctions (see [BGT07] and [Hu09] for such estimates).

In this article, we study the asymptotics of Fourier coefficients in an average sense. We
consider the weak-* limit of the measures

SIUTEDS

Jk <A

2
Opse /s (1.3)

in the dual of the bounded continuous functions on R. We compute the limiting measure by
(1.4)
A <A

obtaining asymptotics for the sum
‘/lek dVH
i/ >\ €la,b]

in the style of the third author’s result in [Zel92], where [a,b] is a subinterval of (0,1). We
also obtain asymptotics for the ladder sum
‘/€J¢k dVH

(1.5)

7, k A;<A
ik —cAg|<w(N)
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where the slope ¢ is fixed and lies in the interval (0,1), and the width w(X) of the strip is
some monotonic function which slowly grows to infinity with A\. To obtain both results, we
introduce a basic multidimensional Tauberian theorem—Theorem [L5l—which the first and
second authors hope to refine in later work.

The motivation to study Fourier expansions of restricted eigenfunctions originated in the
setting of automorphic eigenfunctions on hyperbolic surfaces, in particular the restriction
of modular forms to closed geodesics, distance circles, and closed horocycles (in the finite
area cusped case). Look to [Rad0), [Sel65, Br78, Br&1l, [K80] for estimates and to [Br&1l,
G83|, 197, 102] for a more systematic treatment of the topic. The Fourier coefficients in
the negatively curved case are expected to be rather uniform in the interval [0,1]. This
statement is unproved and does not seem to have been formulated precisely before. By
comparison, the Fourier coefficients of the standard basis YJ' of spherical harmonics of
degree N on the sphere S? are highly non-uniform. On a latitude circle, only the m Fourier
coefficient of Y3' is non-zero; its size depends on the relation between the ratio % and the
latitude (see Section 21]). These observations motivate the question of how the dynamics of
the geodesic flows of (M, g) and of (H, g|y) determine the equidistribution properties of the
restricted Fourier coefficients (I.2]). When vy, is fixed and only e; vary, the Fourier coefficients
are sometimes called ‘periods’ of e; and were first studied under the name of Kuznecov
sum formulae |[K80] in the general Riemannian context in [Zel92]. While improvements
to the remainder bounds of that article have yet to appear, the last 10 years have seen
numerous improvements to bounds on the corresponding spectral projection operators (see
e.g. [SXZh17, WXI18|, Xi19, Xil7, [CGI8| [CG18bl [CGT17].) Fourier coefficients (L2, or
‘periods’ in which 1)y varies, are sometimes called ‘generalized periods’ (see [Xil9] for some
results in the case of closed hypersurfaces.)

In the sequel [WXZ22], we obtain asymptotics for refined ladder sums (L5]) when |u; —
cA\x| < w for constant width w. It turns out that the extremals for the individual term occur
only when ¢ = 1. The case where ¢ = 1 and H is a totally geodesic submanifold is studied in
[WXZ22]. In further work we also plan to study the case ¢ = 1 and H has non-degenerate
second fundamental form, which involves Airy type caustic effects.

1.2. Statement of Results. In what follows, M and H will be compact, boundary-less
Riemannian manifolds of dimensions n and d, respectively, with isometric embedding H —
M. We let Ay and Ap be the respective Laplace-Beltrami operators and e; for j = 1,2, ...
resp. ¢ for k =1,2,... the corresponding orthonormal eigenbases with

Aype; = —A?ej and Ay = — 12y,
Our main theorem is the following asymptotics for the sum (L4).

Theorem 1.1. Let [a,b] C (0,1). Then,

— C b n—d—2
> ‘/ e, AV :—IZM (/ (1 — )" dt) A" 4 Oy (A7),
H a
]

2

A <A
pk/Xj€lasb

where we have constant
Crar = (27) 7 (vol S 1) (vol S™~41) (vol H).

Moreover, the remainder is uniform for [a,b] contained in a compact subset of (0,1).
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We acknowledge a minor abuse of notation in the theorem above, namely that the e,
appearing in the integral denotes its pullback from M to H via the embedding H — M. We
will repeat this use throughout the article.

As a corollary to this theorem, we obtain a description of the empirical measure v in (L3)).

Corollary 1.2. For any bounded, continuous function f on R, we have

. —-n - C n—d—2

kA <A

where the constant Cy pr is the same as in Theorem [11l. In other words, the limit in (L3)
indeed converges in the weak-x limit in the dual of the bounded continuous functions, and the
limat is

n—d—2

du(t)zci—’Mtd_l(l—tQ) > o (1) dt

where X1 s the characteristic function of the interval [0, 1].

We also obtain asymptotics for slowly thickening ladder sums as in (L.3]).

Theorem 1.3. Fiz c € (0,1) and let w(\) be a monotone increasing function of X for which
w(A) = 0o and w(X) = O(A?). Then,

2
20
' / ety AV H,M

_ ; Vet 11 — 2)5
M () (1 - )

Both Theorems [LI] and follow as corollaries from the next two theorems. The first
is an estimate on a smoothed version of the sum (I.4]), which we prove in Section Ml using
FIO theory. The second is our basic multidimensional Tauberian theorem, which we prove
in Section

X4 O (AT,

7, k A<A
g — g1 <w(N)

Theorem 1.4. Consider the measure
2

6(% )

6j%;k d‘ﬁq
H

on R?. Let p be a Schwartz-class function on R?. Fix [a,b] C (0,1). For (u,\) in the cone
w/A € la,b] with p, A > 0, and for p supported in a compact set depending on H, M, and
[a,b], we have asymptotics

N 5 pli, A) = CoraaO)* A4 (1 = 12 /0)" 57 4 0,0y (X9).

The main term in the asymptotics has a nice geometric interpretation. On the bundle
THM of covectors in M over points in H, there is a natural volume density

we|T*M|® M| & |H|,

where here we are using the density notation of Duistermaat and Guillemin [DGT75]. Let
pr and py; denote the principal symbols of v—Apg and +/—A,;, respectively, and let i :
THM — T*M be the inclusion and 7 : T*M — T*H the fiberwise projection. Then, given
A and p, we have the Leray density on {py; ot = A} N {py o7 = pu} given by

w

|d(par o i) Nd(pr o)
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For the sake of illustration, consider the model situation where H = R?, M = R", where
H — M is the embedding into R? x 0”4, and where we take as symbols py(x, &) = [¢] and
pa(2,¢) = |¢]. Then one works out explicitly that w = dz d¢ and

1
d - dz do

[d(prroi) Nd(prom)| /T — p2/2

where o is the restriction of the Euclidean volume to

{CER" || = Xand [7(Q)] = p} = (nS"™) x (VA — p28" 7).

Pretending momentarily that vol H is finite, integrating this volume element yields

(vol H)(vol §%1)(vol §7=41) =T \n=d=1(] — ;2 /\2) "5~
This accounts for everything but p(0) and the dimensional power of 27 in the main term
of Theorem [[.4l Indeed, this volume ekiment will arise in the computation of the principal
symbol of the Lagrangian distribution N for the big singularity at the origin.

The Fourier Tauberian theorems are tools for obtaining asymptotics for a monotonic in-
creasing function if we are given some information about (1) its derivative, and if we want
finer remainders, (2) the order of the singularities of its Fourier transform away from the
origin. For background on the one-dimensional Fourier Tauberian theorems, we refer the
reader to Levitin’s appendix of [Lev97] and [SO1] and the references therein. To state our
Tauberian theorem, we borrow the definition of an order function from [Zwo]. Specifically,
we say m is an order function on R? if it is positive and there exist a positive constants C
and power v for which

m(z) < C(1+ |z —y|)"m(y) for all z,y € R

Theorem 1.5 (Basic Multidimensional Tauberian Theorem). Let N be a tempered, positive
Radon measure on R and let p be a nonnegative Schwartz-class function on RY satisfying

[ sayar=1.

N« p(z) < m(x) for all x € R?
for an order function m. Then for any Borel subset 0 of R? with N(Q2) < oo, we have
<C m(z) dx

‘N(Q) - /QN*p(SL’) dx —

where here O171Q denotes the unit thickening of the boundary of Q and the constant C' does
not depend on €.

and suppose

Presently, there does not seem to be a systematic treatment of Fourier Tauberian theorems
with functions of more than one parameter in the literature. The closest result the authors
could find is due to Colin de Verdiere in [CdV79], where he obtains something resembling

N(AQ) = N x p(x) dz + O(\")
AQ
where A() denotes a scaling of 2 by A about the origin, and where €2 is compact and has
piecewise C'-boundary among some hypotheses on N. Note, while this result is set in R?,
the family of regions is necessarily homothetic family indexed by a single real parameter.
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The main insight of Theorem is the connection between the remainder and the size of
the boundary of €. This allows us to obtain asymptotics for the ladders in Theorem

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we directly verify Theorem [LT] in the
case where H is a coordinate plane in the flat torus. The proofs of Corollary [.2] Theorem
L4 and Theorem are contained in sections [3] M| and [ respectively. The proofs of the
corollary and the Tauberian theorem use only elementary tools. The proof in section [l relies
on the symbol calculus of cleanly composing FIOs as presented in [DG75| (see also [HolV]
for a thorough treatment and [D96] for background).

Acknowledgements. Xi was partially supported by National Key R&D Program of China
No. 2022YFA1007200, National Natural Science Foundation of China No. 12171424. Wyman
was partially supported by National Science Foundation of USA No. DMS-2204397 and by
the AMS Simons travel grants. Zelditch was supported by National Science Foundation of
USA Nos. DMS-1810747 and DMS-1502632. The authors are grateful to Madelyne Brown
for pointing out an error in in an earlier draft of this paper. The authors are also grateful
to the anonymous referees for their thorough and invaluable feedback.

2. EXAMPLES

In this section, we illustrate the definitions and results with two types of examples: (i)
The standard S?, and (ii) flat tori.
In particular, we illustrate the nature of the parameter ¢ = ‘;—’; The sum in (I.4]) is over

the joint spectral points (i, A;) lying in the set ‘;—j € [a,b]. On the classical level, where we
replace the eignvalues of the operators by their principal symbols, this set corresponds to
the ‘wedges’ or ‘cone’,

§
Below, we relate (2.0]) to wedges (or cones) around rays in the image of the moment map in

these two examples. But for general (M, g, H) without symmetry, the wedge (2.1) does not
have such an interpretation.

Clon = {(2,€) € T"M\ 0 : = c € [a,b]}. (2.1)

2.1. Restrictions to curves in S?. Let S? be the standard sphere. We illustrate the
definitions in the case where H is a latitude circle (an orbit of the rotational action around
the third axis) and for the standard basis Y, of spherical harmonics of degree ¢.

Let % generate rotations around the z3 axis in R3, and let (6, ¢) be the standard spherical
coordinates. A latitude circle is a level set of the azimuthal coordinate H,, : {¢ = o} and
the equator is the special case ¢y = 7/2. Since rotations commute with the geodesic flow,
the Clairaut integral,

0

— a — a : * Q2
p@(xag) - <€>%> - %|H¢0 COSZ%>7£,§(O)> (ZE’,&) € TmS )7

is a constant of the motion, i.e. the components of the moment map P := (|¢|, pg) : T*S* —
R? Poisson commute. Let
-1
0
ug(0, p) == | = —
©
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be the unit vector field in the direction of 55 and let 5= so be the unit vector field tangent to
the meridians. Let ug, uj, be the dual unlt coframe field. The orthogonal projection from
Ty,,S* = T*H,, is given by,

THy, (SL’, g) = <£7 UQ>U;

Thus, if we fix H,, and c € [0,1], the corresponding slice of the cone Cp, ) is given by:

T, (2, &) pe(, §)| 9
TS ::{x,geT* §20\ 0 LHe ST PAST C } 2.2
Hyyg ( ) Heyyg \ |§| |§| o0 Hy, ( )
In particular if ¢ = 1, then (x,¢) € Ty, < &= |€|uy. As (22) shows, the parameter
c is not the usual ratio 2 9%@ of components off the moment map, because we choose the

operator on H to be /Ay rather than 2 5"

2.1.1.  Spectral theory. Let Y, be the standard orthonormal basis of joint eigenfunctions
of A and of the generator % of rotations around the third axis. Thus, Y,” changes by the
phase ¢ under a rotation of angle . The orthonormal eigenfunctions of H,, are given
by ¥m(0) = C,e™ where C,,) = T H . Hence, the Fourier coefficients (L2) are constant

multiplies of the Fourier coefficients relatlve to {e™?}. Tt follows that the mth Fourier
coefficient of Y™ is its only non-zero Fourier coefficient along any lattitude circle H,,, and
that | [ oy Ymem™m0dg)* = ||Y;"||},.. This is an example where one can obtain estimates
on individual Fourier coefficients of individual eigenfunctions. The situation is much more
complicated on higher dimensional spheres S® when H is a latitude ‘sub-sphere’ S¢ (see

[WXZ22)).

2.1.2. Ladders and cones. Let A, = P~ '(a,1) C S*S* be the level set {pg = a}. It is a
Lagrangian torus when a # +1 and is the equatorial (phase space) geodesic when a = +1.
A ray or ladder in the image of the moment map P is defined by {(m, E) : & = a} C R%,
and its inverse image under P is R, A, C T*S%

When H is a latitude circle, then the wedge (21]) is a wedge around a ray in the image of

71, (@6)]

B = c} are related by the constant

the moment map, since the rays {pem’f =a} and {
3.

On the quantum level, a ray corresponds to a ‘ladder’ {Y[”}%:a of eigenfunctions. The
possible Weyl-Kuznecov sum formulae for latitude circles H = H,, thus depend on the two
parameters (o, 7). The first corresponds to a latitude circle, the second to a ladder in the

joint spectrum. It is better to parametrize the ladder as #* = c as discussed above.

2.1.3. Caustic sequences and Gaussiam beams. There are special scenarios where the ladder
of eigenfunctions corresponds to the Lagrangian torus {py = a|¢|} = A, in T*S? and where
H,, is the caustic of this Lagrangian torus, i.e. a boundary component of its projection. In
this case, the Fourier coefficients of the subsequence of {Y;"} blow up at the rate ¢!/6. This
case is outside the scope of this article because the corresponding value of ¢ equals 1. It will
be addressed in a later article.

Another extremal scenario is where a = 41, i.e. the classical ray occurs on the boundary of
the moment map image. The corresponding ladder of eigenfunctions consists of the Gaussian
beams, Cy N T (21 +1xz2)", around the equator v. In Fermi-normal coordinates, they have the

form N(W/4¢iNse=Nv*/2 where s is arc-length along v and y is the normal coordinate. This
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ladder again corresponds to ¢ = 1 and is outside the scope of this article; general examples
with ¢ = 1 and H totally geodesic are described in [WXZ22].

2.1.4. H is a closed geodesic of S* and ¢ < 1. Suppose that 0 < ¢ < 1 and that H is a closed
geodesic. If H is the equator, then it lies in the interior of the image of the projection of the
torus A, and the unique non-zero Fourier coefficients of the spherical harmonics Y,” with
% =~ ¢ < 1 uniformly bounded above.

On the other hand, one might restrict Y,” to a meridian geodesic, in which case all the
Fourier coefficients in the range [—/,¢] can be non-zero. This is a ¢ < 1 case to which our
results apply. Note that when m = 0 the Fourier coefficients are those of the Legendre
function Py(cos ).

2.1.5. Conwvex surface of revolution in R3. All of the above remarks generalize to any convex
surface of revolution, with the equator defined as the unique rotationally invariant geodesic.
There exist zonal eigenfunctions and Gaussian beams along equators of general convex sur-
faces of revolution, so the orders of magnitude and the eigenfunctions are of the same type.
We refer to [Geis] for a recent study of how the restricted L? norms vary with c.

2.2. An Example on the Torus. Here we verify Theorem [l for an easy example on
the torus. This is in part to check the constant in Theorem [[.1] and hence the constant in
Theorem [[L4 with a direct computation. Though we are careful to track all of the dimensional
constants in the computations, we find it prudent to verify the result directly.

Let M = T" = R"/27Z" and H = T? be embedded in M as the coordinate plane
T? x 0 C M. We select the standard bases of exponentials

6]'(2’) = (27T)_n/2ei(2,j> and ¢k(x) — (27r)—d/2ei(x,k>
indexed by j € Z" and k € Z%, respectively. Note,
[ eitdvn = @my e [ g
H

Td
Jern) 92 gy =0
~]o k—j' #0.

where here 7' = (j1,. .., jq) is the first d coordinates of j. The sum in Theorem [I.1]is then
(2m) "D ez il < A 171/l € [a, 0]}

Proposition 2.1. Let M = T" and let H = T x 0 be a coordinate plane as above. If
la,b] C (0,1), the sum in Theorem [ is

d—1 n—d—1 b
(2m)- (- (YOLST ) (vl S777) ( / (1 — ) dt) X"+ O

n

by direct computation. We recall vol H = (270)¢ and see this agrees with Theorem 1.1l
Proof. By counting cubes, the sum is
2m) "I e R : [¢] < A, [€]/[€] € [a, b} + O(A" )

where here the absolute value notation around the set denotes Lebesgue measure in R". We
parametrize this set by the map

O(r,t,w,n) = (rtw, rv1 —t2n)
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where r € [0, )], t € [a,b], w € ST ! and n € S"~47L. The pullback of the Euclidean metric
has the form

1 0 0 0
0 £, 0 0
glr,tw.n) = 0 0 7r*?gga(w) 0 ’
0 0 0 r?(1 — t*)ggn-a-1(n)

and hence the pullback of the Euclidean volume density is
n—d—2

| det g(r,t,w,m)|"? = "1 (1 —#7) 72 | det gga- (w)[V?] det ggn-a-a ()%,
Integrating yields

(vol S4=1)(vol Sm—d-1)
n

b
{E R Jel <, €1/1€] € [o, 1} = v [ ey a
The proposition follows. l

A similar computation can be carried out to verify Theorem [[3] on the torus, in which we
sum the norm-squares of the Fourier coefficients over the thickening strip

[kl = cljll <w(X),  [il <A

with slope ¢ and width w(\). More importantly, this example shows we cannot obtain
asymptotics for a sum over a strip of constant width w, at least not without adding some
more hypotheses. By the reductions before Proposition 2.1} this ladder sum is exactly

@2m) "Dyl e 2 5] < A, 5] — clil| < w}.

The set of £ € R™ with ||¢/| — ¢|[¢]| < w is asymptotic to a wv/1 — ¢?-thickening of the cone
1€’ = c|€] of ‘slope’ ¢/v/1 — 2.

In the case n = 2 and d = 1, ¢ may be taken so that the slope ¢/v/1 — ¢? is rational
and w may be taken small enough to only include those lattice points in Z? lying along the
line of slope ¢/v/1 — ¢2. Any small, nonzero change in w will not perturb the ladder sum of
Theorem [L.3] yet would be felt by the main term

1 w \
TV1—c2

We conclude the remainder must be just as large as the main term. It is also possible, using
a more careful computation, to locate jumps in this ladder sum of order A given a change in
w on the order of A\7L.

3. PrROOFs OF THEOREMS [I.1], L3l AND COROLLARY
3.1. Proofs of Theorems [I.1] and 1.3l We begin by proving Theorem [[.LT. We take the

cone

D ={(W N)eR*: /N >0, N <A\, and i///\ € [a,b]}.
and realize the sum of Theorem [[ ] is precisely N(€2,) with N from Theorem [[L4l Take a
smooth cutoff x € C*°(R, [0, 1]) which takes the value 1 on a neighborhood of [a, b] and the
value 0 on a neighborhood of the complement of (0, 1), and set

2
N=>" /Hejzpk dVi

X/ X5) O n) - (3.1)
7.k
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Note N(€2,) = N(£,), hence we only need to show N(Q,) satisfies the asymptotics of
Theorem [T.11

Fix a nonnegative Schwartz-class function p with sufficiently small Fourier support and
p(0) = 1. By construction,

(N = N)# p(pt, A)| = Oppaiy(A™)  for p, A >0 and p/A € [a, b].
This and Theorem [ yields N x p(p, A) is bounded by some constant times the order function

(1 + [, M)

Theorem [I.1] then follows by Theorem [I.5 the asymptotics in Theorem [I.4, and an elemen-
tary computation.
Next, we prove Theorem [[3 Fix [a,b] C (0,1) such that a < ¢ < b and consider the strip

Sy={(W,N)eR*: 0< XN < Xand |¢ —cN| <w(N\)}.
Let W, = {(¢/, \) € R?: 0 < X < r} denote the strip of width r along the first axis, and fix
a constant C' for which
S\\ Wower © {1, X) : 1/ € [o, 8]
We P/gve by the basis property of {1y}, the local Weyl law, and the hypothesis w(\) =
O(AV7),

2

NN Wewpn) = Y /ej@kde < > /|ej|2de:0(A"—1).
Jkx<Cw(y) 1Y H jn<Cwn) CH
|k —cAj[<w(N)

All that is left is to show N (S \ Wew(y)) satisfies the asymptotics of Theorem [L3] i.e.

n—d—2

N(S)\ \ ch()\)) = CH7MCd_1(1 — 02) 2 w()\))\"_l + O()\n_l),

where we allow the constants implicit in the big-O remainder to depend on ¢ and w. We
replace N with N as in (3]) and have

N(S\\ Wewpy) = N (S \ Wewn)

by construction. Let p be as before so that N p is again bounded by the same order function.
Since w(A) < A for A large

/ px N/, N)d(p', N) = O(\").
LS\ Wew(n))

By Theorem [L5]

Nwwwbmﬂ:/ px N, XY d(, N) + O™
Sx\\Wewn

A w(A) B
:/ / px N(eN + 1, N)dtdN + OO,
Cw(A) J —w(A)

By Theorem [[.4] the mean value theorem, and our hypotheses on the growth of w(\), we
have

p*x N(eN 4+, N) = px N(eN, N) + O(w(A)N"?) for all [t| < w(N\).



FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF RESTRICTIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS 11

Continuing with our estimates, we have by w(\) = o(A),
A
/ / px N(eN + £, N) dt dN = 2w()) / px N(eN, M) dN + O™ 4 w(A)2Am2).
Cw(A w(A 0

By hypothesis, O(A\"~! +w(A)2A"72) = O(A"!), and hence the right side reads,

A
2CH arw(N) e (1 — )" / N2dN + O

0

2 ned—
= 2O ) (1 - )
—

by Theorem [[L4l This concludes the proof of Theorem [I.3
3.2. Proof of Corollary For each j, set

AT O

2

v= / ek V| O/,
k H
so that we write
V= )\h_)ngo A Z vj.
A <A

Let f be a continuous function with support contained in (0, 1). Approximating f above and
below by step functions and applying Theorem [[.T] on each constant component, we obtain

/fduj /f (1 — ) dt

We now argue that this limit holds for bounded continuous functions on all of R.
For § > 0, let x5 be a continuous cutoff function which takes values in [0, 1], which is
supported in (0,1), and with x5 = 1 on [§,1 — d]. For any bounded continuous function f

on R, we have
/fX(;dVJ / ft)xs()t (1 t)%;k

We select §(A) decreasing to 0 as A — oo slowly enough so that

/fX(;()\ dl/] / f td 1 2)7%372 dt.

We now show the limit of the dlscrepancy

Z/fl—x(;()\ dv;

A <A

i, CH B

(1).

C )\"
HMA U<

Jm Ch. MA"

A <A

Jm Crr MA"

vanishes, after perhaps taking §(A) — 0 more slowly. By the triangle inequality, we have
‘/f(l — Xsv) dvj| < ||f||Loo(R)/(1 — Xp),1-sv)) dv;

where here x[51),1-5(n) denotes the characteristic function of the interval [§()), 1 — §(A)].
The following lemma concludes the proof of Corollary
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Lemma 3.1. Fiz 0 > 0 and let x(51-5 denote the characteristic function of the interval
(0,1 —0]. Then,

Z/ 1— X)) dv; S 02+ CsA ™,

C )\"
HMA <

where the constant implicit in the < notation depends only on H and M, and where Cs only
depends on H, M, and §.

Proof. Since the 1);,’s form an orthonormal basis for L?(H),

2
/1@:2 /eﬂkdv,{ :/ lej|? dVir.
H H

k

Hence by the pointwise Weyl law [HoIVl Theorem 29.1.4],

Z /1dyj (VOIH)(V‘)lSn_l))\n+O(}\n—1)7

A <A n
and so
vol 571 1
CHM)\n Z /1dV9 VOl Sd_l)(volS"—d_l) _'_O()\ )

A <A

1
:/ L1 — ) dt + O(A ).
0

where the second line follows from a similar computation as in the proof of Proposition 2.11
Theorem [L1] yields

Z/ 1_X[51 4] dV]

Ai<A
J d—2 1 d—2
:/ 1 — ) / 41— 32 (A7,
0 1-6

The lemma follows by 1 < d < n — 1 and an elementary estimate. O

CH M)\n

4. PROOF OF THEOREM [1.4]

4.1. The Setup. Set Pyy = v/—Ay and Py = /—Ap. These are first order, self-adjoint,
elliptic pseudodifferential operators on their respective manifolds with principal symbols

1/2
(Zg @@) and  pp(z,§) = <Zg &@)

Here, g)s and gy are the Riemannian metric tensors on M and H, respectively.
Now,

1/2

2

e AVi| ),
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which is a joint spectral measure of the operators Py ® I and I ® P,y on H x M weighted
by the norm-squared Fourier coefficients. We will want to rewrite these weights using half-
densities so that we can use the theory of FIOs. We change notation so that ¢, and e; are
instead the eigendensities

U = | dVi M2 and e; = &;|dVi|V?

where 1, and ¢, are now the corresponding eigenfunctions. Let i : H — M be the embedding
and let d; be the half-density distribution in H x M for which

<%n=Lﬂ%m»wy (4.1)

for smooth test half-densities f = f|dVy dVy|"/? on H x M. Then, we write the Fourier
coefficient as

/ éjzk dVir = (8;,9), @ €;).
H

For technical reasons, we will need to insert a pseudodifferential cutoff. Thankfully, we
can do this at minimal cost.

Lemma 4.1. Let x be a smooth function on R taking values in [0,1] for which x = 1 on
a neighborhood of [a,b] and supp x € (0,1). The operator B acting on distributions over
H x M defined spectrally by

By ®¢;) = X/ 7))y © ¢
1s a real, self-adjoint, Oth order pseudodifferential operator with principal symbol

X(pH(l',g)/pM(Z,C)) fOT (ZL’,&,Z, C) € T*(H X M)

and with essential support in

{(z,€,2,¢) : pu(z,8) /prm(2, ¢) € supp x}-

We defer the proof of the lemma until after our reduction, but not without a few words

first. The operator B is equal to x(ﬁ—ﬂ’j). Here, P—E is not a pseudo-differential operator but

P
X(,Ij—z) is a zeroth order pseudo-differential operator due to the properties of the cutoff.

To put this statement into context, we recall the notion of polyhomogeneous symbols
S™(T") relative to a choice of conic open subset I' C T*M — {0}; see [HoIV], Volume 3, page
83. Namely, the standard symbol estimates of [HolV] (28.1.1)’] are only assumed to be valid
in I". This notion is developed more systematically on manifolds in [HoFIOL Page 86].

Formally, the principal symbol of the quotient operator If—z is I’)’—H This is not a symbol
on T*(M x H) — {0}, and indeed it is not even defined on the sub-cone 0y x T*H — {0}.
However, it is a symbol on the cone I' C T*(M x H)\0 where py(z,€)/pu(z,() € supp x.
Note that if Suppy = [a,b] then py(x,§)/pm(2,{) € suppy if and only if apy(z,¢) <
pu(r,&) < bpp(z,(). We may further assume that pg(z,&) + py(z,m) > 0 > 0 for some
0 > 0, since the cutoff of X( ) to the complement is a smoothing operator. Then at least
one of py(x, &), pm(z,n) is > E) /2 and so both symbols are uniformly bounded above zero.
Then the symbol q(y,n,x,&) = x(pu(x,€)/prm(z,¢)) is homogeneous of degree 0 and elliptic
in I'. Moreover, it is a smoothing operator on the complement of I'.

'We take the convention that B(t, ® ej) = 0 whenever \; = 0.
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We set
No =3 (/M) (60 B, © €5) 2 ny)
ik

= D16 By ® €))*80,)-
gk
Similarly as in the proof of Theorem [L]
lp* N(p, A) = px Np(p, \)| = O(A™)  for pu/X € [a,b],

so we may freely exchange N for Ng in the statement of the theorem.
Similar to (A1), if we denote §;x; the half-density on H x H x M x M by

@mﬂzLﬁfm%MM@MW@ﬂM% (4.2)

for smooth test half-densities f = f|dVy dViy dVas dVa |2 on H x H x M x M. Then we
have

X (/X)) (63, 0y @ €5)]?
X1k A5) (85 ® 03y 1y ® € @ Py ® €5)
(Gixis Aty @ by, ® € © €;))

= (Adixi, V), @ Yy @ €; @ ;)

(0, B(vy @ ) |* =

where A is a pseudodifferential operator on H? x M? defined spectrally by

AWy, @ b @ e @) = x (b Ny)x (/N2 ) B/ 1rr) BN / A1) (4.3)

where 8 € C*(R,[0,1]) is identically 1 on a neighborhood of 1 and has support in (1/2,2).
Similar to B, A is a real, Oth order, self-adjoint pseudodifferential operator. The S cutoffs
are there to ensure the symbol of A is smooth near the axes. Note, the third equality above
holds here since 7' = j and k' = k.

Using this and a Fourier transform, we have

NB(S’ t) = Z(A(Sixia @k R Y ® e; & Ej)e_i(sﬂk"‘w‘j)
jk
= (A52X7,7 6ZSPH ® 6—’itP]\/[)’
interpreted in a distributional sense. We let

—’itP]\/[(

U(S’ t? I’ y’ Z? w) = eZSPH(x7 y)e Z? w)

be the half-density distribution kernel of the tensored half-wave operators, and by an abuse
of notation, we let U denote the operator with the kernel above taking smooth half-densities
on H? x M? to half-density distributions on R2. Then, we have

Npldsdt|'? = Uo Ao iy

Proof of Lemma[{.1. That B is real and self-adjoint is clear from its definition. Furthermore,
we may remove the complex conjugate over 1, and write

B ® ;) = x(pr/\j)r ® €.
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This will slightly simplify the calculations to come. We must verify that it is a pseudodif-
ferential operator with the indicated symbol and essential support. To this end, we write B
locally up to lower order terms. In what follows, we will write

b(o,7) = x(o/7),
where here b is positive-homogeneous of order 0 and smooth on R?\ 0 since  is smooth and
has compact support in the interval (0, c0). Note, we may declare b(0,0) = 0 and regularize

b near the origin at the cost of a smooth error.

We first note that
eiSPH®itP]w — eiSPH ® eitP]u7

since their evaluations on joint eigenfunctions 1, ® e; agree. By Fourier inversion we write
B = b(Py, Py) = (27) 72 / / b(s, t)e P @ P ds dt
R2

Let p be a Schwartz-class function on R? such that p = 1 near the origin and p = 0 outside
of a neighborhood of the origin. Then, we cut the integral into p(s,t) and 1 — p(s,t) parts.
Note since b is in class S°(R?), its Fourier transform has singular support at 0 (see the

proof of Theorem 4.3.1 in [Sogl7]). Hence, /l;(s, t)(1 — p(s,t)) is Schwartz-class, and hence
an integration by parts reveals

(2m)~2 //R2 Z(s,t)(l — p(s,1))e" P @ M (Y @ e;) ds dt

= n) [ B0 = ol 06 © 1 ) dsdt = O A ).
It suffices now to show that
(2m)~2 / / B(s, )p(s, )€ @ P ds dt (4.4)
R2

is the desired pseudodifferential operator.
Next, as in [Sogl7], we use Hérmander’s small time parametrix for the half-wave operator
to obtain

6ZSPH ® 6ZSPM (l’, z,y,w)

is Py ( it Ppg (Z, w)

=e x,y)e

= (27T)_"_d/ /d ei(SpH(y7§)+90H(I,y7§)+tp1w(w7C)+soM(2,w74))qH(S’ v, £)qM(t, 2z, C) de d¢
n JR

modulo a smooth kernel, where

or(,y,8) = (v —y,6) + Ol —yPlg)  and  pu(z,w,¢) = (z —w, () + Oz — wl*[¢])

and qg and ¢y, are zeroth-order symbols. Next, we examine the contribution of the integrals
in s and ¢ to (A4]), namely
[ et s ot s, .5, ana(t 0,0 ds
R

= //// e i W) =)+t err (WO ="p(5 ) p(s, g (s, x, y, E)qu(t, z,w, () ds dt do dr
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We claim that (1) the integral above is a symbol a(z,y, z,w, &, ¢) in class S°; and (2) it has
rapid decay outside of suppb, and (3) it has principal term b(py(y,§), pa(w,()). We are
done after verifying these three claims.

We start, in fact, with (2). We let 3 be homogeneous of order 0 on R? which takes =1
on supp b and 8 = 0 near the axes of R%. We then cut the integral above by 3(pw, pas) and
1 — B(pu,pm) parts. A standard integration by parts argument shows the latter part is in
S7°°. Hence, we consider the former part,

//// ei(S(pH_U)—i_t(pM_T))b(av T)ﬁ(pHa pM)p(Sv t)QH(Sv T, Y, g)CJM(tv Z, W, C) ds dt do dTu

which satisfies (2) trivially.
Next, we establish (1). We perform a change of variables and write the integral above as

2 / / / / PG = 0= (5 2By g, D)p(s, )t (5. 2,5 €)aur (1, 2, w, €) ds dt dordor.

Now the phase function vanishes at its critical point (s,¢,0,7) = (0,0, pg/pam, 1), at which
it is nondegenerate. By a routine stationary phase argument, the result is a symbol with
principal term

(27T)2b(pH/pM7 1)ﬁ(pH/pM7 1)p(07 O)QH(O, z,Y, g)CIM(O, Z, W, C)
= (27T)2b(pH7pM)qH(07 z,Y, £>QM(07 Z, W, g)

Again, one must repeat this argument with derivatives in x,y, z,w and in &, , where the
order of the leading term decreases with each derivative on the latter variables. We leave the
details to the reader with the following technical warning: When a derivative, for example
0y, hits the oscillatory part, a factor such as sd,,py/py comes down into the amplitude.
This would be troubling if not for the presence of the cutoff 3, which ensures the amplitude
remains in class S°.

Finally, we move to (3). We have shown that the Schwartz kernel of B can be written

(2) / / (Hen @ ton =0 (9 2a o, y, 2w, €, ) dC dE
Rd n

where a € SY satisfies

a(x, T,z z, ga C) = (277)2[)(]9[{,]3]\/[)
modulo a lower-order term since g (0, z, z,£) = 1 and qp(0, 2, 2, () = 1 (see [Sogl7, Chapter
4]). Hence, by equivalence of phase functions (see [Sog17, Chapter 3]), B has principal symbol
b(pw,pu), as desired. This concludes claim (3) and the proof of the lemma. O

4.2. The Symbolic Data of the Parts. Next, we compute the symbolic data of the
Lagrangian (actually, conormal) distribution d;y;. Then, we show that U o A is a Fourier
integral operator and compute its symbolic data.

We will use the following notation. I"™ (X, A) will denote the space of Lagrangian distri-
butions on X of order m associated to the conic Lagrangian A C T*X \ 0. I"™(X x Y,(C’)
will then be used to denote the space of Fourier integral operators from Y to X, of order
m, associated with the canonical relation C C T*X \ 0 x T*Y \ 0. For each x € H we let
e 17 M — TxH be the pullback of covectors through i. We will usually suppress the
subscripted base point in the notation, e.g. write (x,n() instead of (x,7,(). Finally, we
recall gy and g,, are the respective metric tensors on H and M.
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Proposition 4.2. §;,; € 1™ H/2([2 x M2 A) where
A= {(ZE’,’]TC,y, —TTW, 1T, _Caiy>w) STy € Ha C € T‘;M> w e ir;;M> (C,W) 7& 0}7
and has principal symbol equal to (modulo a Maslov factor) the transport of the half-density

— codim |gH(x)|1/4|gH(y)|1/4
(2~ codim H/2 T _ 1/4\dxdyd§dw\1/2
|gna (i) |V g ()]
via the implied parametrization of A by (z,y,(,w).

This proposition is an application of the following lemma to the embedding i x i : H? —
M?, whose proof we defer until the end of this subsection.

Lemma 4.3. Let i : H — M be a smooth embedding and let I'; = {(z,iz) : © € H} denote
its graph in H x M. Then, &; defined by (&1 is a conormal distribution in I°°W™H/4(H x
M, N*T'; \ 0) where

N*T; :={(z,n(,ix,—C):x € H, (€T M}
is the conormal bundle of the graph I'; of i. Moreover, §; has principal symbol equal (modulo
a Maslov factor) to the transport of the half-density

(27T)—codimH/4 ‘gH(x>|l/4

|gar (i)
via the implied parametrization of N*T'; by (x,().

\dx dC|Y?

Next, we compute the wavefront relation of U. We will use G%, to denote the time-¢
homogeneous geodesic flow on T*M \ 0, and similar for G5, on H. Recall the half-wave
kernel e="FM (2 w) as a half-density distribution on R x M x M is a Lagrangian distribution
associated with the Lagrangian submanifold

{(t,7,2,(w,—w) : T+ pu(2,¢) =0, (2,¢) = Ghy(w,w)},
or equivalently,
{(t’ _pM(Z’ C)aza CaGS\/[(Z’ _C)) e R? (Z>C) € "M \ O}> (45)

with principal symbol equal (modulo Maslov factors) to the transport of (27)Y4|dt dz d¢|*/?
via the implied parametrization by ¢ € R and (z,{) € T*M \ 0 (see [HoIVl §29.1]). We
realize e~FM (1, 1) as the kernel of the Fourier integral operator Uy, € I-V4(R x M2, C},)
from M? to R, with canonical relation

Cor = {(t,—pm(2,);2,—C, G (2,0)) : t €R, (2,¢) € T*M \ 0}.
Here, we have used that (w,—w) = G%,(z,—() if and only if (w,w) = G3;(2,¢). Similarly,
eisPr (1, y) is associated with the Lagrangian manifold

{(87 _pH(x>€)>za ga G];S(za _5)) HENS ]R> (Ia 5) € T*H \ O}

and has principal symbol (27)Y*|ds dx d¢|*/2. Again, define Uy € I7Y4(R x H?,C};) as the
operator with kernel e?”u (z,y) and canonical relation

CH = {(87 _pH(x>€);za _€>G§{(x>€)) ts € ]R> (l',f) €T"H \ O}

By the calculus of wavefront sets, the tensored operator Uy ® U, satisfies
WF,(UH (%9 UM) C (CH X CM) U (CH X 0) U (0 UCM)
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Now, U is precisely a permutation of the variables Uy ® Uy, and it is precisely the latter
two components in the union above which prevent U from being a Fourier integral operator.
Composition of U with our pseudodifferential cutoff A in (L3 rescues us by excluding those
elements

(S’ O‘? t’ 7—; I’ 5’ y’ n’ Z? C’ w? w) E WF /(U)

for which pir(z,€)/par (2, C) & supp X or pu(y,m)/par(w, w) & supp X, which kills these prob-
lematic components. This cutoff also precludes any of &, 7n,(,w from vanishing. We then

have the following.
Proposition 4.4. U o A is a Fourier integral operator in I7Y2(R? x (H? x M?),C") with
canonical relation

C= {(Sa _pH(Iag)’t> _pM(Za C);[L’, —S,G‘}{(:)S,ﬁ),z, _C G_t( C)) :
s,t €R, (2,6) e T"H\ O, (2,¢) e T"M \ 0}

and principal symbol (modulo a Maslov factor) equal to the transport of

@m)2x(pr(z, €)/pu(z, €))?|ds dt dz dE dz d(|M?

via the implied parametrization.

This is an immediate application of the composition formula for a Fourier integral operator
with a pseudodifferential operator. To simplify the resulting canonical relation, we have
used that the symbols py and py, remain constant along their respective Hamiltonian (read:
geodesic) flows, and that both symbols are even.

Proof of Lemma[{.3 We select local coordinates (yi, . ..,y,) for a neighborhood of a point
on H for which y;41 = --- =y, = 0 parametrizes H. The immersion

(x1,...,2q) — (21,...,24,0,...,0)

parametrizes H in these local coordinates. Together, (x,y) € R?xR" parametrize H x M in a
neighborhood of a point on the graph of i. We let f(z,y) = f(z,9)|gu (@)[**|gar (y)|/*|da dy|'/?
be a smooth test half-density on H x M supported in this neighborhood. By (4.1]) and Fourier
inversion, we write

(6 f) = / Fes (2,0)gar (@)Y da

e [ ] / Fopln ()| do dy dc

|9H($)‘ 1/2
(27)- /// Fla ) 2O g2 e
on S W gar )7 1 I A

1/4
—n~+codim i(y—(x codim g
0i(x,y) = (2m)™"" dim Hf¢ (/ eHy=(=0), >(27T) dim /4 ‘| H(( ))||1/4 dC) |d:cdy|1/2

in oscillatory form. We set o(z,y,() = (y — (x,0),() and note it is a nondegenerate phase
function with critical set

C, = {(,(2,0),0) : v € R% ¢ € R"\ 0}.

and hence we write
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We let ¢ = (1, . - -, Ca) be the first d coordinates of (. Via the map (z,y,() — (z,y, ¢¢), Cy

parametrizes
{(z,(2,0),—=¢,¢) :z € RY, ¢ € R"\ 0}
which is precisely N*T'; \ 0 in canonical local coordinates of T*(H x M). We conclude
52’ c ]CodimH/4(H > ]\47 N*FZ \ 0)

Finally we compute the invariant half-density on N*I'; \ 0. We parametrize C, by x and
( as indicated above and have Leray density

A, 0, o)
d(z,y,¢)
Oz, Cy — (z,0) |
2,9, ¢)

-1

d, = \da d(|

Iddel

-1

)

0 0
= |det 0 I |dx d(|
I 0

o
1
0
*

= |dz d]|.

The invariant homogeneous half-density on N*I'; \ 0 is then the transport of

—codim H 4|gH( )| 1/2
(2 e e

to N*I'; \ 0 via its parametrization by x and (. This completes the proof. O

4.3. Cleanness of the Composition. Before computing the principal symbol of the com-
position U o A o §;y,;, we must first check the composition is clean.

Consider the projection C — T*(H? x M?) and the inclusion A — T*(H? x M?). The fiber
product of these maps consists of a universal object F' and two maps F' — C and F' — A for
which the diagram

F—C
l l (4.6)
A —— T*(H? x M?)

In this case, (4.6]) is said to be a fiber product diagram. The composition C o A may be

realized as the image of the composition FF — C — T*(R?). In our specific case, the fiber
product induces relationships

2 =iz, €= —n(, (y,~mw) = Gy(x.€), and (iy,w) = G3f(2,0)

amongst the elements of A and C as they appear in Propositions [4.3] and 4.4l respectively,
and have

F=A{(s,t,z,{):s,teR, z € H (€T;M\DO0,

(6 ® DGy (a,7C) = (I © m) Gy, ), LTS

m € supp X} (47)
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Here, we have simplified the set using the change of variables ( — —( and the identity
(I @ —I1)Gy}(z,—C) = G%,(2,¢). The projection F' — C o A is then

(Sa t> X, C) — (57 _pH(l', WC)) t> _pM(ix> C))

Remark 4.5. The composition C o A indicates that, to obtain finer estimates on the joint
asymptotics of Fourier coefficients, we need hypotheses which constrain the size of the set of
points (s,t,x,() for which

(i @ NG5 (x,7¢) = (I @ )G, (iz,C).

Geometrically, such a point corresponds to a configuration of two geodesic segments, one each
in H and M, which meet at their endpoints so that the velocity of the one in M coincides
with the velocity of the one in H after an orthogonal projection. Such refinements are the
subject of ongoing work (see [WXZ22]).

By the composition of C and A being clean, we mean that the fiber product diagram (Z.0))
is clean. In particular, the diagram (4.6)) holds in the category of smooth manifolds, and for
each point p € F and its corresponding images (a;b) € C and b € A, the linearized diagram

TpF e T(a;b)C

l l (4.8)

T,A —— T,T*(H? x M?)
is also a fiber product diagram. In this case, the excess of the diagram is

e = (dim T, F + dim T,T*(H* x M?)) — (dim T, A + dim T(4)C)
=dimT,F —2

and is constant on connected components of F'.
In our situation, the fiber product diagram is clean if and only if the linearization of the
relation

(i ® DGy (x,7C) = (I ® m)Gy(iz, )
from (7)) defines the tangent space of F'. We introduce a little notation to make this precise.
We let ¢ and 7 denote, as an abuse of notation, their respective linearizations. We let H,,

and H,,,, denote the Hamilton vector fields associated with symbols py and pas, respectively,
and recall

d . d
%GH = HPH and %Gﬁw = HPM‘

We will also use the prime notation to indicate the (coefficients of the) vector associated
with a variable, e.g. (¢,t,2/,(") € Tist00)(R? X Tj;M). The linearization of the relation
above is then written

(i ® I)(s'Hyy, + dGy (2, 7(")) = (I @ m)(t' Hyy, + dGy (i, (")), (4.9)
and one quickly checks that the cleanness condition is equivalent to:
“If (', t', 2, (') satisfies ([£9), then (s',t',2', (") € T,F” (4.10)

at each p € F.
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We now verify that the composition of C and A is always clean provided the (s,t) coordi-
nates of C lie in a suitably small neighborhood of the origin. We let

_ * PH(93 Q)
Fy={(0,0,z,():x € H, C€T:M, or(i2.0) € supp x}

be the component of F' which lies at (s,t) = (0,0). Furthermore for an open neighborhood
O of the origin in R?, we let Cp denote the intersection of C with T*(O x H? x M?).

Lemma 4.6. There exists an open neighborhood O of the origin in R? such that Fy =
FN(OxTyM). As a consequence,

CooA={(0,0,0,7) € TfR*: 0,7 <0, 0/7 € supp x}.

Since Cp o A is the only part of the whole composition C o A which contributes to the set
on the right in the lemma, the symbolic data of U o Aod;; at the origin is determined by the
composition Cp o A and the relevant calculus. Now we verify that the composition is clean.

Proposition 4.7. The composition Co o A is clean with excess d +n — 2.

We start by relating the Hamilton vector fields H,,,, and H,, along the embedded manifold
H in a convenient choice of coordinates. Let (z1,...,z,) be local coordinates for M such
that (z1,...,24) — (21,...,24,0,...,0) parametrizes a neighborhood in H and the metric
gy along H is a block matrix

e )= 57 46

Note, h is necessarily positive-definite, nonsingular, symmetric, and has entries which vary
smoothly in x. Let (z1,...,24,&1,...,&) and (21,...,2,,C1, .., () be local canonical coor-
dinates for T*H and T* M, respectively. Recall, the Hamilton vector field associated with
the symbol py is given by

zd: opy 0 Opm 0
— \ O Ovy  Oxy 0%,
We will be concerned with the coefficients Opy /0 of the spacial part of the vector. In

particular, we will want to relate these coefficients to the corresponding coefficients of H,,,.
An elementary computation yields

1 S Ipm 1 ~ ik
m;gfq(x)&j and - Z=(20) = O;gw)cj

Opu
8—&(x’£>

In particular we have

_ | 4.11
8@ z-¢) pu(iz, C) Z h* d+1<k<n o
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where by yet another abuse of notation we take h7*(x) to be the entry of the inverse matrix

of h(z) in row j —d and column k —d. From this we obtain the following convenient formula:
apM( pH(zaWC)%(x WC)

x,() = :
I, ‘) pu(iz, C) O
We will need (£12)) and the following elementary lemma for the proof of Lemma

for k € {1,....d}. (4.12)

Lemma 4.8. There exists an open neighborhood O of the origin in R? and a positive constant
C' both only depending on H and M such that if (s,t) € O and (s,t,x,() € F for some x,(,

then .
‘;—Qgcm

Proof of Lemma[4.6. Suppose there exists a sequence of points (s,¢,z,() € F for which
(s,t) — 0. Since py/pa is homogeneous of degree 0 and since S7; M is compact, we may
select a subsequence for which py(iz,() = 1 and (x,() converges. Let us examine the
condition

(i @ I)Gy(z,m¢) = (I ® m) Gy iz, )
in F'. In local coordinates, we write

1 1
(3) (& DGy (,m0) = (iz.70)) = (U © MGy (iz, ) = (i, mC) ).
By taking a limit and invoking Lemma 4.8 we find for all ¢ > 0 a term in the sequence for
which
|(Z ® I)HPH(xv WC) - (I ® 7T)I—I;DM (iSL’, C)‘ <€
We look to the spacial components of the Hamilton vectors and find

n 2

8])[{ 8 ap—M . 2
In light of (IZ:IZI), we have
(i, Q) |* §~ | Opas Y- |Opu
1 — EMVU5)
‘ pute. 70| 2| ag, 0| + 2 |5, of

Since py(iz, () = 1, we can use this 1nequahty to force py(x, 7()/pa(ix, () as close to 1 as
we wish by taking e small. This contradicts the condition that pg(z, 7()/puy(iz, () € supp x
in F. L]

Proof of Proposition[{.7]. By (AI0) and Lemma [A.6] it suffices to show that
Tylo ={(s",t, ', ¢) € T, : (i @ I)(s'Hyp,,) = (I @ ) (' Hp,, ) }

for each p = (0,0, z,() € Fy. This amounts to showing s’ =t = 0. The computation of the
excess follows by dim Fy = n + d.
By homogeneity, assume py;(iz, () = 1. In our usual local coordinates,

y%g@ w¢) = y?fuw) for k € {1,...,d} and

O—t'ﬁp—M(IC) for ke {d+1,...,n}.
Ik
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If ¢ # 0, then by (£I1l), ¢, = 0 for each k € {1,...,d}. We would then have py(iz,() =
pr(z, (), which is prohibited on F'. Hence, ¢’ = 0 and we have

s’%(xm():() for k € {1,...,d}.
238

By (12),
pH(l’,ﬂ'C) apH _ apM .
mﬁ—&g(l’,ﬂg)—ﬁ—@@x,g) for eachke{l,...,k}.

Hence if s’ # 0, each dpy; /I, must vanish for k € {1,...,d}, and so again by (411]), (x =0
for each k € {1,...,d}. Tt follows py(z,7¢) = 0, which is also prohibited on F. So ' =0
and the proof is complete. O

Proof of Lemma[{.8 For |s| and |¢| smaller than the injectivity radii of H and M, respec-
tively,

t dy(iz,iy)
where y is the point on H to which both G¥,(x,7¢) and GY,(iz,() project, and where dy

and dj; are the Riemannian metrics on H and M, respectively. Since ¢ : H — M is an
isometric embedding, dy(x,y) > dy(ix,1y) always, so we need only show

dy(7,y) — du(iz, iy) < Cdy(iz, iy)?

wherever dy(x,y) is bounded by a small constant. In fact in normal coordinates about iz
in M, dy(iz,iy) = |iy|, and dg(x,y)? is a smooth function in y satisfying

dr(z,y)* = |y|> + O(|y|*).

Then we have

o dy(z,y)? — dy (i, iy)? 2
dy(x,y) — dy(ix, iy) = ’ ——— = O(|y|"),
(1.) = dg(i i) = S LRI = Oy
as desired. Furthermore, the constants implicit in the big-O notation vary continuously with
2. The lemma follows by compactness. O

4.4. The Symbolic Data of the Composition. We are nearly prepared to compute the
principal symbol of U o A o §;4; in a neighborhood of the origin.

Proposition 4.9. The restriction of U o Ao §;x; to the open neighborhood O of Lemma[4.0]
is a half-density distribution in 1"~3/?(R?;Cp o A) where

Colp={(0,0,0,7) € T*R? : 0,7 <0 and o /7 € supp x}
with principal symbol
(27T)_"+% vol(S*1) vol(S" 1) vol (H)
X(o /TP (=) (=) (L= 0?/r) T |do dr |,

wherever o /T belongs to a given interval [a,b] C (0,1), modulo multiplication by a complex
unit.
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The order n — 3/2 is computed by
ord(U o Ao d;x;) = ord(U o A) + ord d;«; + €/2.

Recall ord(U o A) = —1/2 from Proposition 4.4} ord d;x; = (n — d)/2 from Proposition (4.3,
and e = n + d — 2 from Proposition [4.7]
We now show how this proposition concludes the proof of Theorem [I.4l Recall

Uo Ao by = Np|ds dt]"/>.

Let p be a Schwartz-class function on R? whose Fourier support is contained in . We test
both sides against the oscillating half-density p(s, t)e~*?+*7)|ds dt|'/? to obtain

(U 0 Ao 8, p(s, t)e™ "7 | ds dt|/?) = (2m)?p * Np(—0, —7).

Referring to Proposition along with [HolV| Proposition 25.1.5] and the discussion pre-
ceding [HoIV], Theorem 25.1.9], we obtain

p* Np(—0o,—7) = (27) " vol(S*) vol(S" %) vol (H)
P0)(—0) (=) (1 — 0?72 £ O(|(0,7)[* %) (4.13)

for o/7 € |a,b]. Strictly speaking, the main term is only correct up to multiplication by a
complex unit. But, this complex unit is 1 anyway after taking p > 0 and recalling Ng > 0.
Finally, the theorem follows after a change of variables (i, \) = (—a, —7).

To compute the symbol, we first require a specialized basis for the tangent space of T7; M.
In what follows, we identify our fiber product Fj with

FOZ{(I’,C)GT}}M\O:%Gsuppx}

and, via the obvious inclusion, view T(,, ¢,)Fo as a subspace of T{;;, )T M. For shorthand,
we will also use

_ pu(x0, 7o)
C= —/———.
P (120, Co)

Lemma 4.10. Fiz (x¢,(y) in Fy. Take a system of local coordinates (21, . .., z,) of M about
izg and consider the symplectic basis e1, ..., en, f1,. .., fn Of Tiizg,co)T" M given by

e; = 0 and fi= el n}

]_82]- ]_0@ J T
in canonical coordinates (z1,...,2n,C1,--.,Cn). We may select these local coordinates such

that the following hold.

1) er,...,€q fr,.- -, fn 15 a basis for Ty, c)Fo.
) diej = e; for all j <d.

) drf; = f; forall j <d, and 0 if j > d.
) dpe; =0 for all j.

0 7<d

5) dpuf; =

Jdnli=q1 j-a

)

(
(2
(3
(4
(
(6) dpyej =0 forj <d.
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] =d,
(7) dpm f; = \/1—02 j=mn,
0 otherwise.

(8) Hy, = eq.
(9) Hp,, = ceq + V1 — c%e, plus a linear combination of fyi1,..., fn.

There are some minor abuses of notation in the lemma above. First, (2) is tautological
since we have identified T{,, ¢,)Fo as a subspace of T{;z, )T M. Second, we are viewing dm
as an operator on T{, ¢,)T*M rather than a map to T(,,¢)T"H and, strictly speaking,
should be written I ® dr. Alternatively, we can make precise sense of the notation if we use
the symplectic basis to pull everything back to the model Euclidean symplectic space R?".

Proof. Consider geodesic normal coordinates (x1,...,x4) about zo in H. Without loss of
generality, we select these coordinates so that (0,...,0,s) parametrizes the geodesic traced
by G5 (xo, (o). It follows that

(w0, mCo) = (0,...,0,pu(z0,7C))

in canonical local coordinates (z, &), and

Ipu 1 j=d
4.14
€, -7 (@0, (o) = {0 j<d. ( )
Since g5;'(z) = I + O(|z|?) in normal coordinates, we also have
0 1 dgly
IPH (0, (o) = —— Z IH (10)€;6, =0 for L€ {1,...,d}. (4.15)
27 2pn 2
We extend to coordinates in M by first selecting a smooth orthonormal frame vy, 1, ..., v,
of vectors perpendicular to H and taking coordinates (21, ..., z,) defined by the map
(21, 2n) = exp(Zap1va1 (2) + - - + 2p0n(2)))
where for shorthand 2’ = (z1,..., z4). We note
=1/ /12
1 gy (Z) 0 | I+O0(Z) 0

Without loss of generality, we select v,, such that the (-gradient of p,, is a linear combination
of 0/0z4 and v, = 0/0z,. And, since g), is the identity at the origin and |V¢py| = 1, it
follows

Opas P /PMm Jj=d,
o T AT = (1.17)
/ 0 otherwise

in canonical local coordinates.
Properties (1), (2), and (3) follow by construction. (4) follows from

0
deej = %(1’0, 7T§0)
J
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and (LI5). (5) follows from (LI4)). (6) follows from property (4) and (£LI6) if j < d, and
from

0 1 Ak 1 Ogk
dpyre; = 5 (0) = PH0) = 5= 3 FI0).
0z, 2pnr oy 0z; 2pnr fymt Oz,
Finally, (7) follows from (ZI7). (8) and (9) follow from (4) through (7) and a computation
of H,,, and H,, in local coordinates. O

Now we prove Proposition[4£.9. In what follows, we assume familiarity with the composition
calculus in [DGT7H]. As in [DGT5], given a vector space V and a real number «, we use |V|*
to denote the 1-dimensional vector space of a-densities on V. Please see also [HolIV]| for
an alternate exposition of the symbol calculus of FIOs, and to [GS13] for the half-density
formalism.

Proof of Proposition[].9. Like before, fix p = (x,() € Fy and set

a=(0,—py(x,mC),0, —pp(iz,()) and
b= (x,n(,z,—7(,ix,—(,ix,().

We let a: Fy — C o A be the projection of the fiber onto the composition and let da be its
linearization T,Fy — T,C o A. The procedure in [DGT75H] identifies an object in |ker da| ®
|T,C o A|*/? which is then integrated over the ‘excess fiber’ a~!(a) to obtain the half-density
symbol on Cp o A.
Following the procedure in [DG75], we will identify the object in | ker da| ® |T,C o A|'/2
with three steps.
(1) Let 7 : Tia)C x TyA — T,T*(H? x M?) given by 7((a;V),c') =V — ¢/. We use the
exact sequence

0 — T,yFy — T(a)C X TyA — T,T*(H? x M?) — coker 7 — 0 (4.18)

along with the symbols on C and A and the symplectic half-density on T*(H? x M?)
to obtain a linear isomorphism |7, Fp|~'/2 ~ | coker 7|~!/2, which we make explicit in
Lemma [A.11] below.

(2) The spaces coker T and ker a are nondegenerately paired by the symplectic form on
T*(H? x M?) (‘canonically paired’ in Duistermaat and Guillemin’s language). This
induces a linear isomorphism | coker 7|72 ~ | ker a|!/2. Both the pairing and the
isomorphism are made explicit in Lemma [£.12, below.

(3) The short exact sequence

0 —s kerdo — T, Fp 2% T,(Co A) — 0 (4.19)

yields a unique element in | ker da|/?® |T,Fy| =2 ® |T,C o A|*/?, which by the isomor-
phisms |1, Fy| /2 ~ | coker 7|71/2 ~ | ker da|*/? from (1) and (2), identifies a unique
element of | ker do| ® |T,C o A|'/2. This is made explicit in Lemma B3, below.

Lemma 4.11. The ezact sequence [{I8) induces a linear isomorphism |T,Fy|~/? ~ | coker 7| ~1/2

which, given the —%-densz’ty on T, Fy which assigns the value 1 to the basis for T,,Fy of Lemma
{10, gives a —%-density on coker T which assigns

(27T)—codim H/2+1/2X(C)2(1 . 02)—1/4
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to the basis of coker T obtained as the image of

(0,0, £,,0) j<d (4.20)
(O>6ja070) ]<d
(0,0,0,e;) d<j<n

under the quotient map T,T*(H? x M?) — coker 7.

The pairing of ker dae and coker 7 hinted in (2) is realized as follows. By the arguments in
[DGT5], the image of ker da in T,T*(H? x M?) via T,Fy — T,T*(H* x M?) is precisely the
symplectic complement of im 7. The symplectic form then induces a well-defined nondegen-
erate bilinear mapping

ker da x coker 7 — R.

Lemma 4.12. The pairing of ker da and coker T induces a linear isomorphism | coker 7|1/2 ~
| ker da|~Y/? that, given a half-density on coker T which assigns the value 1 to the basis in
Lemma[f.11], gives a —%-density on ker do which assigns the value 1 to the basis

617"'7€d7f17"'7fd—17fd+17"‘7fTL—1'

Lemma 4.13. The short exact sequence ([LI19) and the isomorphisms of the previous two
lemmas identify a unique element in |ker da| ® |T,C o A|Y? which assigns the value

(27r)—codimH/2+l/2(1 . C2)—1/2

to the pair of bases

ela'-'>6dafla"'afd—l).fd—i—la--'afn—l and (ha0)7(0ah)
for ker da and T,C o A, respectively.

Finally, we integrate the object identified in LemmaLT3 over the excess fiber a=1(0, 7,0, 7).
We fix coordinates as we have above and integrate in the ¢ variables first and = variables
second. We note that (xo,() € a(0,0,0,7) if and only if

|(C17”’7Cd)‘:_0- and ‘(glv"'agn)‘:_Tv

which may be rewritten as the cartesian product of the sphere of radius —¢ in R? and the
sphere of radius v/72 — 02 in R"~?. Integrating yields an object in |T}, H|®|T,C o A|*/? which
assigns the value

o — codim H/2+1/2 vol Sd—l vol Sn—d—l — d—1 —r n—d—1 1— 0_2 7_2 nféi—2
(2m) (5777) vol( )=o) (=7) ( /77)
to the pair of bases ej,...,eqs and (h,0),(0,h). Since eq,...,eq are orthonormal at z, with

respect to the Riemannian inner product, integration over H yields the half-density
(27T)—codimH/2+1/2 Vol(Sd—l) Vol(Sn—d—l) VOl(H)
(—o) L (=) (1 — 02 /%) 5 |do dr |V,

Proposition follows by [DG, Theorem 5.4] or [HorlV, 25.2.3], which multiplies in an
additional complex unit times (27)~¢/2 = (27)~("+d=2)/2, O

All that remains is to prove Lemmas [4.11], 4.12] and [4.13]
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Proof of Lemma[4.11] The exact sequence (4.I8) gives us an identification
| coker 7712 o= | T, F| 72 @ | TianC x TLAI'? @ [T (H? x M?)|7V2.

We will begin by fixing an element in |7}, Fp|~'/2 which takes the basis (1) of Lemma EI0 to
1 and, through a process of forward maps, basis extensions, and change of basis operations,
we will obtain the desired valuation of an element in | coker 7|~'/2 on the basis in the lemma.

In what follows, we let g, h constitute the standard symplectic basis of any tangent space
to T*R. Recalling Propositions 4.4l and B3] and appealing to Lemma .10, T{4)C has a basis

(9, —eq,0,0)

(0 g70 0,0, ceq+ V1 — e, + *)

(0,0;e;4,€4,0,0) j<d

(0,05 f5,—£3,0,0) J<d

(=h,0; fa, = fa,0,0)

(0,0;0,0,€,¢€;) j<n

(0,0;0,0, f]?f]) J#d,n

(0, —ch; 0,0, — fa, fa)

(0, —=v1—c2h;0,0,—fn, frn)

where the * is a linear combination of fy.1,..., f,, and T,A has a basis

(e,0,¢€;,0) j<d
(0,€5,0,¢5) j<d
(f3,0,—15,0) Jj<d
(0, £3,0,=f3) j<d
(0,0,—f;,0) Jj>d
(0,0,0,—1;) j>d.

Recall the maps T),Fy — T(44)C and T,Fy — Ty A are given by

(@', ") = (0, —dpg (2, 7("),0, —dpa (ix', {); o', 7wl o', —w (i, — (il (')

(', ) (o, 7wl 2, —nl i, =i ()
Appealing to Lemma[A.10, the basis e, ..., eq, fi, ..., fn of T,Fy pushes forward through the
map Ty Fy — T(ap)C X T\ to

(0,05¢5, €5, €5, €5) X (€5, €5, €5, ¢€;) Jj<d
(0,05 f3, = f3. = fi i) < (fy, = f3: = f3: i) j<d
(=h, —ch; fa, = fa, — fa, fa) X (fa, —fa, — fa, fa)

(0000 —fi, f3) x (0,0, = f5, f3) d<j<n
(0, =V1 = ¢2h;0,0, = fo, fu) X (0,0, = fn, fn)

Our current goal is to complete this to a basis for the product Ti,,)C x T A. The evaluation
of the symbolic half-density on the product will determine a unique element of |(7{qpC x



FOURIER COEFFICIENTS OF RESTRICTIONS OF EIGENFUNCTIONS 29

TyA)/ ker 7|'/2. We add in d + n elements of the form 0 x v where v is a basis element of
T,A. We also add in 2 + 2d + 2n elements of the form 0 x v where v are the basis elements
of T(4)C. Specifically, we extend to a basis of the product by adding in elements

x (e;,0,€;,0) j<d (4.21)
x (0,e;,0,€;) j<d
x (f3,0,=f;,0) j<d
x (0, = 15,0, f;) j<d
x (0,0, —£;,0) d<ji<n
x (0,0,0, f;) d<j<n
(g,OO—ed,O 0)x0
(0,9;0,0,0, ceq + V1 — e, + %) x 0
(0,0;0,0,ej,€e;) X0 j<n
(0,0;0,0,—f;, f;) x 0 j<d
(0, —ch; 0,0, = fa, fa) X

A linear transformation consisting entirely of determinant +1 row operations and perhaps
some permutations takes the extended basis to the product of the bases of T(4)C' and TjA.
Appealing to the symbolic data in Lemmas [4.4] and .3 the half-density on the product
Tiap)C x Ty A assigns the value

(27T)_C0dimH/2+1/2X(C)
to the product basis. Hence, the desired element of |(T{4.5C x TyA)/ ker 7|*/2 assigns the same
value to the image of the list (£.2I)) by the quotient map T{4;p)C x TyA = (T(a0C < Ty A) / ker 7.

Next, we map (L21)) forward to T,T*(H? x M?) via 7. In particular, we obtain

(_ejvov_ejvo) Jj<d

( eJ’ _ej) J<d

( vaO fyv ) 1 <d

(0, £3,0,=15) j<d
(0,0, f;,0) d<j<n
(0,0,0,—£;) d<j<n
(0, —€4,0,0)

(0,0,0,ceq+ V1 — c%e, + *)

(0,0,¢ej,e;) j<n
(O 0, —f: f3) J<d

(0,0, —fa, fa)-

Recall the * is a linear combination of f;. We extend this by the n+d — 2 elements in (£.20))
and, after a sequence of determinant +1 operations and a permutation of the basis elements,
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we obtain the basis

(e;,0,0,0) j<d
(0,¢;,0,0) j<d
(0,0,€;,0) J<n
(0,0,0,¢;) j<n
(0,0,0,V1 — c?e,)

(f3,0,0,0) Jj<d
(0, £5,0,0) j<d
(0,0, f;,0) Js<n
(0,0,0, f;) j<mn,

to which the symplectic —3-density on T,T*(H? x M?) assigns (1 — ¢?)~/%. Finally, the
desired element in | coker 7|~'/2 assigns the product of these valuations,

(27T)_C0dimH/2+1/2X(C)2(1 . 02)—1/47
to the image of the basis (f20) via the quotient T,7*(H? x M?) — coker 7. O
Proof of Lemma[{.13. The map T,Fy — TyT*(H? x M?) is
(@', ¢") = (2 drn( 2, —dr( dix', (', dix’, ().

Hence, the basis for ker da in the lemma maps forward to

(), €5, €5, €5) j<d (4.22)
(Ovov_fjufj) d<j<’n,
The restriction of the symplectic form on T,T*(H? x M?) to ker da x coker 7 has matrix
I 0 0
071 0
00 -1

with respect to the products of the bases ([A.22]) and (4.20). Since the absolute value of the
determinant of this matrix is conveniently 1, and since our —%—density on coker 7 assigns 1
to the basis in Lemma EIT], the natural element in | ker da|'/? assigns 1 to the basis in the
statement of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[{.13 The short exact sequence (£.I19) and the results of Lemmas [4.11] and
4.12 induce a natural trivialization
1 ~ |kerda|'? ® |T,Fy|"Y* @ |T,C o A|Y? ~ | ker da| @ |T,C o A|*/2

Take the element in |7}, Fy|~*/? which assigns the value 1 to the basis in (1) of Lemma EI0.
Invoking both Lemma ATT] and Lemma BI2] the induced element in | ker da|'/? assigns the
value

(27T)—codimH/2+1/2X(C)2(1 _ 02)_1/4
to the basis in Lemma Note, the pushforward of fy, f, through do is

(=h,0), (—ch, —V1 — c%h),
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and hence the object in | ker do| ® |T,C o A|'/? assigns this same value to the pair of bases

617---76d7f17---7fd—17fd+17---7fn—1 and (—h,O),(—Ch,—\/l—Czh).

Note, (—h,0), (—ch, —+/1 — c?h) is the image of the basis (h,0), (0, h) under a linear trans-
formation of determinant /1 — 2. Hence, our object in |ker da| ® |T,C o A|'/? assigns the
value

(27T)—cod1mH/2+1/2X(C)2(1 . 02)—1/2

to the pair of bases

61a'-->6daf1>'"afd—lafd-i-la"'afn—l and (h,O),(O,h)

5. PROOF OF THE THEOREM

Finally, we prove our Tauberian theorem. The idea at the core of the argument is based on
that of Colin de Verdiere’s version in [CdV79] which obtains asymptotics of certain weighted
counts of spectral measures in R? over a homothetic family of regions with piecewise C*
boundary. The main contribution here is to relate the remainder to the size of (a unit
thickening of) the boundary of the region, rather than to a scaling parameter. This allows
us to apply the Tauberian theorem to obtain estimates for sums over a joint spectrum in
more exotic families of regions, as in Theorem [L.3]

We introduce some notation. For a subset 2 C R™ and 0 < a < b, we define

o0 = {z € Q°: a < d(x,Q) < b},
and
o= = {2 € Q:a < d(z,Q°) < b},
and finally if a < 0 < b, we set
ol = gl y 900

As expected, 0QI711 is the unit thickening of the boundary of €.

To prove Theorem [[.5], we first record a couple helpful lemmas. The first is an observation
about integration of order functions over thickenings of regions in R”. The second uses the
first and allows us to control N (9Q")) in terms of the integral of m over 9QI=11,

Lemma 5.1. Let m be an order function on R™, 2 a subset of R™, and a, b real numbers for

which a < b. Then, there exist a constant C' and an exponent v depending only on n and m
for which

/ m(z) dr < C(1 + max(|al, |b\))”/ m(z) dz.
o0 la,b] 90l-1,1]

Lemma 5.2. We assume all hypotheses of Theorem [ except we do not require that N ()
be finite. Then for each r > 1,

N(@@QO Yy <Cc@+ 7")”/ m(x) dx

oQl-1,1]

for some constant C' and exponent v which are independent of r and €.



32 EMMETT L. WYMAN, YAKUN XI, AND STEVE ZELDITCH

We first prove Theorem and then the lemmas. Throughout the proofs, we use a < b
to mean that there exists a positive constant C' not depending on €2 for which

a < Cb.
We also use a 2 b to denote b < a and we use a ~ b to mean a < b and a 2 b.

Proof of Theorem[1.J. We write
N(Q) — px N(Q) = / / / xa(7)p(r — y)dN(y) dx

// Xaly (2))p(x — y)dN (y) dx.

We note
1 r € Q and y € QF,
Xe(r) = xa(y) =q¢ -1 r€QandyeQ,
0 otherwise,
and hence

Y@ = N@) < [ [ e =paN@det [ o)) i

We claim the first integral is bounded as

| [ re—navwies [ s 65.1)

As we proceed, we will see that the claim holds similarly if we interchange €2 and ¢, and
hence the second integral satisfies the same bound. The theorem will follow.
For y € R™ and r > 0, we let

A(y,r) ={z eR":r<|z—y|<r+1}

denote the annulus centered at y with inner radius r and outer radius r + 1. Since p is
Schwartz-class, we write

plr—y) S A+ |z —y))™"
for K as large as we desire and C' which depends on N. Hence,

// x —1y)dN(y da:< / / (r —y)drdN(y)
e oQlok+11 JonA(y,k)

(1+ k) / 21 Ay, k)| dN(y)
O0NM0,k+1]

Mg

k:O

5 Z(l + k)_K+n_lN(aQ[0’k+1])
k=0

8

Mg

(1 + k)~ Kmtr=d / m(x) dzx

e oal-1

where the last line follows from the second lemma. (5.1I) follows after taking K > n + v and
summing the convergent series. U
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Proof of Lemmal[5dl. Let P denote a maximal 1-separated subset of 9Ql*Y. Note
m(z) = m(y) for |z —y| <1
and, since the balls B(z, 1) of radius 1 centered at points in P cover 9QI%* we have

<
/ag[ab d:z<Z/ y)dy < Zm

zep ’ Bx,1) zeP

Now let @ be a maximal 1-separated subset of 9Q[~1/21/2l Note that the balls B(x,1/2) for
X € @Q are disjoint and lie entirely in 9Q~1. Hence,

/ m(:z)dxzz:/ dy>Zm
onl-1.1] zEQ B(x71/2 zeQ
Hence, it suffices to show

Zm (14 max(|al,]])) Zm

zeP yeQ

For shorthand let r = 1+max(|al, |b]). For each x € P, let y(z) denote some choice of y € @
for which |z — y(x)| < r. Such y(x) must always exist. If B(z,r) N Q were empty, then we
would be able to place a point in B(z,r — 1) N 0Q=1/21/2 which then would be 1-separated
from all other points in Q).

Suppose v/ is the exponent in the bound on the order function m. That is,

m(z) S (1+ |z —yl)" 'm(y).

We have
Z m(z) <’ Z m(y(z))
- Z #{z :y(z) = y}m(y)
yeQR
< v Z m(y)
yeQR

where the last line follows from

#{zr:y(x) =y} <#PNBy,r) Sr"

for each y € . This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Proof of Lemma[22. Since p(0) > 0, there exists § € (0,1] and a positive constant ¢ for
which

p(x) > ¢ for |z| < 6.

Hence,

Q|

1
/ dN(y) < P N(z) < —-m(x) for all z € R™. (5.2)
B(z,9)
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We let N denote the restriction of N to Q%" and have by Fubini’s theorem,

N(oab) = [ ()
Rn
/ L 4 dN (y)
" J B(y,0) |B(ya6)|

1 .
= —— —dN(y) dzx.

Note, the inner integral is supported for x in a J-thickening of the support of N, e.g.
OQI=1r+1 This and N < N yield

1
N (0Q[0] §/ —_ dN(y) dx
D= s TBG 0N Sy ™
1
< ——— m(x) dx,
= [ B(0,9)] Jogi-1r+1 (@)
where the second line follows from (5.2). The proof is completed by Lemma [5.1] U
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